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APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF 



This is in reply to the Examiner's Answer of March 9, 2006. The 
discussion is directed to arguments newly set forth in the Examiner's Answer. 

In the "Response to Argument" of paragraph 10 of the Reply Brief 
the Examiner states in the portion bridging pages 6 and 7 . .that in the absence 
of evidence to the contrary, it is the Examiner's position that although Dontula is 
silent about toughness data, a suitable toughness of each layer is also clearly 
anticipated by Dontula *976 because the product does not meet the same 
toughness-related properties for being able to be processed through the same 
photofinishing equipment, which necessarily requires a suitable toughness." This 
statement is respectfully urged as not accurate. The property important for 
passing through a photofinishing machine and for good customer feel is stiffness 
not toughness. Dontula '976 did not recognize the need to control toughness. 
Dontula while mentioning cutting at coL 5 lines 61-64 did not comprehend that 
stiffness was not the important property for cutting that it is for conveyance. Only 
in the instant application is toughness taught as an important property for cutting 



of the composite photographic members as claimed. As discussed in the Appeal 
Brief, the relationship of stiffness and toughness is not direct. The Appeal Board 
is respectfully directed to Appendix I of the Appeal Brief and the description 
thereof in the Brief itself, page 6, where it is made clear that toughness is a 
different property than modulus and not directly related. 

In the portion of the reply brief at the bottom of page 7 and top of 
page 8 the Examiner states . .that although Dontula is silent about toughness 
data, a suitable toughness of each layer is also clearly anticipated by Dontula 
'976, because the product does meet the same toughness-related required 
properties for being able to be processed through the same photofinishing 
equipment, which necessarily requires a suitable toughness. Appellants' 
argument merely pointing to toughness as a missing descriptive matter in Dontula 
*976 is not persuasive." Here again the Examiner without basis in the cited 
references, states that the product of the Dontula patents must meet the toughness 
requirements of the claim because it is suitable for processing through 
photofinishing equipment. As has been pointed out in the instant specification, 

toughness is an important property for cutting but stiffness as pointed out in the 
Dontula patents is the important property for transport through a finishing 
machine. The Dontula patents actually teach away firom toughness as an 
important property because it is not mentioned and stif&iess is treated as the main 
property of interest, even for cutting. Toughness was not realized as important for 
cutting in order to prevent edge defects that cause quality problems in 
photofinishing. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board of Appeals and 
Interferences reverse the rejection by the Examiner and mandate the allowance of 
claims 2-8 and 18-21. 
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